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inability to do the arithmetic work of her grades, but
she was quite retarded, having only completed the fifth
grade when she withdrew at fourteen years.

In this case it was impracticable for the girl to receive
any further training, and since her problem required
only a verdict regarding normality, no other tests were
given. From such findings we get little aid in discovering
the basis for failure to master arithmetic. We are quite
sure that there is a defect, but which of the underlying
processes might explain it we do not know.

Case 13. Arthur L., 17 years old, showed on mental
examination his inability to grasp number work. At
seventeen he was only in the sixth grade, no doubt be-
cause of his special defect for numbers, for he was able
to do other types of school work satisfactorily. Writing
and spelling were done well, and he read a fairly difficult
passage fluently, giving an accurate reproduction of the
contents. That he was normal except in arithmetic was
shown by the fact that he passed the 12-year Binet tests
readily and showed normal powers of analysis and repre-
sentation, normal powers in dealing with concrete ma-
terial, and normal control of verbal associations.

In arithmetic, he failed in long division, making errors
in multiplication and in subtraction; indeed, he showed
no comprehension of any of the principles involved in
number work. Even worse were the results on oral
problems. He could not subtract $1.57 from $2.00, nor
solve so simple a problem as the following: At thirty-
six cents a dozen how much would five oranges cost?
In the test for continuous subtraction he made many
errors.

The point to be here emphasized is that routine and
hurried testing, such as is frequently the custom even in
connection with school laboratories, is insufficient for a
rational understanding of these problem cases. Binet